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c/o Noble School PTA
Noble Elementary School
1293 Ardoon Street
Cleveland Hts., OH 44121
March ~1, 1997

rhairman Heed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20SS4

Del'lr rhl'lirman Hundt and Commissioners:

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

r am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Nohle
School PTA to oppose the v-chip rating system presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of thp TV Ratin.g Tmplpment.ation rrr011p, on .Jan\lar~·

17, 1997. The agp- ba spd fating sys t em t hi sgroup proposes 1ack 5

sufficient information Rbout contpnt for parents to rlecidp which
programs thei r chi Idrpn ought or oll.ght not to \oJatch. Major
surveys conductpd this fall h;V- thp Nat ionl'll PTA, lJ~B._l'l~~!"~.~Q.rJJi

!?eQQr.!, and Mpdi a Studi PS Cent.er/Roper ~how that parpnts
overwhelmingly prefer rating systems that give them information
ahotlt the content of programs. Valenti's age-based system allows
the TV industry to interpret wh<lt is appropriate for ehilrlren;
parents, howevpr, want to decide for themsplvps what is best in
this mattpr. T re,jeet any rating system that fails toinclllde
content dpscriptions on the screen and in TV sched\lling guides.

Thp FCC', b~- law', is reCluirpd to rille whpther the TV
ind\lstry's ratin~ system conforms with the 'T'pJecommunications Act
of 199R. T do nnt believe this system does so and ask thRt the
FC'C' not approve j t. Instead, r request that the FC'C' push for a
rRt.jn~ s:vstem that, includes information Rhollt rontpnt sl1rh as \'
(for vjolenre), S (for depiction of sex and nudity), and L (fnr
l)rofanf~ or objertionAhle languagel. T also request thRt the
rAting bORrd be independpnt of hoth the TV industry anri the FTC'
anrl that it include parpnts. Finally, T ask that an~v rating
sys t em approved h;V' t he FCC' be eVR 1 UFI ted hy i nrlependen t resea r{'h
tn rletermine ifit mept.s the npeds of pFlrents.

Thank ,vou for :vour at.tention.
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Mary Ellen Sagartz
1237 Chester Ln.
Elk Grove, IL 60007
April 2, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and the FCC Com~ioners

1919 M Street N.W. , Rm. 222 ;rS')"~
Washington, D.C. 20554 Z~'C'''',""

Dear Mr. Hundt and FCC Commissioners:

I am writing to let you know that I am opposed to age-based ratings of television

programs. This type of rating does NOT provide parents, like myself, and families the

information about the content of the program, which is very important for parents to

know. As a parent, I want to know in advance, what a program will contain as far as

violent content, sexual content, and adult language is concerned.

I would favor a rating system that is based on descriptive content, such as V, S, and L,

with an additional rating of intensity such as: "occasional," "frequent," or "widespread"

to help clarify the content. This type of rating would allow me to decide what program

content is acceptable for my children. Parents need to be more responsible for their

children and this would be one way that would accomplish that. Thank you.

Sincerely,

~~
Mary Ellen Sagartz

RE: CS Docket # 97-55, FCC 97-34
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d.rews Elementary P.T.A.
TX. 78374

Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
t1

~

,iCS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

,,~;:';;":.';'.;~:~.

.~. ~.::::. .'!com~i:Sioners
'al commufilca~;mmlsslOn

Street N.W., Room 222
'ington, DC 20554

Th"'letter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the AndrewsElentc:mtary',~TAof
Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to
inte{,pret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on

,""'nt information about1he program.

FCC, by law, is required to determine wbether the industry's rating system has met statutory
irements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and

as'k that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. \Ve request the following:

*That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

"'That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough tbat would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That tbe rating icon on tbe TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed<on. tlte screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

"'That the rating board be independent of tbe industry and the FCC and thlf'if"lntlude parents;
and

*That any rating system
if it meets the needs of pa

luated by independent research to determine



OOCKer ALF r.nl
Lopez Elementary School1''TIl.PV ORIGINAL
637 Wabash Street
Fort Collins, CO 80526

March 31, 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-65, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on~ of the National PTA and the Lopez Elementary School PTA to voice my opposition to the V-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1977. The
rating symbol·on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National 'PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies center/Roper. Parents do not want
the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on
content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that cany TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC. by law. Is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of the
TeIecommunicatio Ad. of 1966. I do not believe this system does so and ask that ttleFCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead. we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the indlistry's rating system. Further. the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence). S
(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

• That the rating icon on the screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the coarse of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets
the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,



rocK" ~llECOPY ORIGINAL

Julie Dougherty
6001 N. WKlamm
Kansas City, MO 64152
April 1, 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC
Commissioners
C/O Federal Communications
Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sir:

I am opposed to the television rating system as it is misleading to parents who
don't know the content of these programs. It is obvious from their reputation
that the television industry does not have our values nor our interests at heart~
so for us to trust their judgment in such matters is ludicrous ( and I think that's
what the rating system is encouraging parents to do ).

Sincerely,

~~;ff
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March 31, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the Park Hill High School PTA in Kansas City, MO to
voice our opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group on January 17, 1997. We feel the rating symbol
on the TV screen lacks sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate for our children. Parents want to make the decisions based
on the content information not what the TV industry interprets is best for children.

Our request is that the FCC does not approve the industry's rating system and
should not accept a rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V(violence), S (sexual) and L(language). Furthermore, the V-chip
band should be broad enough that it would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system, be placed more prominently on the screen and appear more frequently during
the course of the program.

The rating board should be independent from the industry and the FCC. This board
should include parents.

Any rating system approved by the FCC should be evaluated periodically by an
independent research group to determine if the parent needs are being met.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on this issue that is so important to
our families.

Sincerely,
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April 2, 1997

Dear Mr. Hundt,

As a parent of seven children, ages 2 - 16, I am deeply concerned about the rating

system currently used by the television industry.

As a parent I am greatly involved in all aspects of my children lives, both in the

community and in the schools system.

My husband and I put great value in raising our children to be responsible adults. We

encourage them to do well in school, be good citizens, and to be responsible for their

decisions.

Over the years we have learned that raising children, we have learned we can not be

every place, all the time and appreciate the concept that it "takes a whole village to

raise a child". We have learn to appreciate all the people and programs that influence

their lives for the good - including those involved in the entertainment industry.

While we do encourage our children to be selective in their T.V. watch. We also feel

that television is one of the many doors to the world. Through the media our children

have learned many things. As· parents it requires a constant effort on our part to be

aware of what is on, and what fits into our family values.

That is why current rating system concerns me.

As parents we need a tool - one that will help us understand at a glance what the

contents of particular show is. The current rating system presented by Mr. Valenti is

based on a standard of age. This tells me nothing about the content, such as

violence, sexual depiction and nudity or language. I need to know what is in a

program itself.

Please support me in my role as a parent, by giving me the RIGHT tool.. Let me be

the parent, allow me to set the standard for what is appropriate for my children. By

supporting me in my role, and putting the power and responsibility back in my hands,

you empower me as a parent to determine what is best for my children.

I would encourage you and those involved in this decision to 1) make the rating

board independent for the industry, and include parents as part of the decision making

process 2) understand the power of having a rating system that would include content

information 3) make the rating icon, "user friendly", larger, easily seen, and

appearing more frequently during a program.

Thank you for your time -

Georgeana M Cook 1379 Juniper Dr. Logan UT 84321
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To: Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I oppose the V-chip rating system proposed by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group. The rating symbol does not provide sufficient information for parents to make a
knowledgeable decision about the program they are about to watch. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals
that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunication Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead I request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V-violence, S-sexual depiction and nudity, and L-Ianguage;

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more that
one rating system~

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents~ and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine

if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for letting myself and others make recommendations for a better tommorrow for our
families.

Sincerely,

.//11K. ~etIL UJ--: Gf?Jyvf-
S lq E. rJ-e.er 't-{oUouJ u rc Ie

L~vllte( U'fcth ~ljO)Y
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

DOcKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 # S,-a+ck.lf~'r1SI N!J p~-+
Set..\.) i

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the £ve--t~ Qocal, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC. by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act ofl996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
. one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and Umilies.

..-.---. _..--. ~



April 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Comissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DocKETFILE CO
PYORIGINAL

We arc writing on behalfof the National PTA and the District PTA to voice our opposition to the
V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti. Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group.
on January 17. 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information
so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fan which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that
gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S News
and World Report, and Media.Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language)~

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system~

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger. more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.



April 3. 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Farmington, Utah Elementary PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group. on January 17. 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient information for me to make a knowledgeable decision about the program my
child is going to watch.

My son is eight years old and I do not want him watching violence, nudity, sex or hearing foul
language while watching TV. He does not watch cartoons because I feel these are some of the
worst offenders of showing violence on TV. I make the decisions about which programs my son
should watch and I would like to have a system that shows if a program is going to show
violence, sex, nudity. or use foul language.

Please help me as a parent to know what is going to be shown on the TV by changing the
rating system to show what the content of a program is going to be. A V for violence. an N for
nudity, and L for language and an Sfor sexual content would be most helpful.

Thank you for allowing me to comment on this issue.

Thank you,

C-'~ Cavkv
Joni Carter
Member of the Farmington Elementary PTA
P.O. Box 843
Farmington. UT 84025
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MICHAEL E. MERCER
Superintendent
JAMES S. RICK
Assistant Superintendent

LYONS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 103 \
Serving the communities of Brookfield. Forest View, Lyons. McCook. Stickney 0

Working Together To expand Student Opportunities
DOcKET FILE COpy

~~tAvenue
Lyons, Illinois 60534
(708) 780-2495
FAX (708) 780-9725

April 1, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street, N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt:

It has been brought to my attention by the local PTA that
the FCC is on the verge of mandating the V-chip in
conjunction with a program rating system.

I am in agreement with the position taken by the National
PTA. I agree that a descriptive content based rating system
would better provide parents information which would allow
them to make informed choices.

We appreciate the efforts of the FCC to provide
this all too powerful national media industry.
appreciate your reconsideration of the proposed
system.

Michael E. Mercer
Superintendent

MEM:ks

supt\ltrs\pta-tv

controls for
I would also
rating
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March 31, 1997

Donna Neibaur
803 East 1150 North
Pleasant Grove, UT 84062

Mr. Reed HundtlFCC Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Hundt:

I am writing to express my views on the proposed age-based TV rating system. (CS
Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34) I belong to the National PTA as well as my local school PTA,
Grovecrest Elementary in Pleasant Grove. I do not feel that the rating symbol on the TV screen
will provide sufficient information for parents and children to make wise decisions about the
programs they watch. Quite honestly, in our home, we rarely watch network television because
ofthe sex, violence and bad language. My children will watch public television. There are good
educational programs that we do invite.

The FCC should not approve this proposal. I want to see more specific symbols given to
the consumer that lets families know ifthere is V (violence) S (sex), and L (bad language). The
FCC should require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system. The rating board should be independent ofthe industry and the FCC.

Parents WANT to be involved with these ratings. Parent MUST be involved with what is
necessary for our children today. Please do not ignore our plea!!

Sincerely,

Donna Neibaur



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street N.W. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

Re: CS Docket No. 97-65, FCC 97-34

DOcKETFILE COpy
ORIGINAL

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Collinsville Council to voice my opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti. Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient
content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV .
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the
content of programs were conducted by the National PTA. U.S. News and World Report. and
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC. by law, is required to determine Whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the indUstry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L(for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger. more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

*That the rating board be independent of the indUstry and the FCC and that it include
parents;and

*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
detennine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely•

.'--..-/

"~.-/:, ~~-,:,' ---' ~ ~



April 4,1997

ChairmanReedHundt andFCC Commission
c/o Fedend Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.,Room 222
WMbington,D.C.20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CSDodret No.97-55, FCC97-34

I am writing onbehalfofthe:national PI'A and the CGlSO YfA to voice my
opposition to the V-chip mting presentedby Jack Valenti. Mr. Valenti's J3ting
is an insult!

We, • parents. want the V-S-L rating and I can't understand why the television
industry doesn't too! Plain and simple.with this mting1lIE INDUSTRY can
direct their money's and recieve the most profits. By ob5elving what mtings are
least watchedyou can avoid thoseporticular shows and increase the profits.

Makes sense to me!...Doh!!

You're happy. We're happy.

Sincerely,

~
200 Springridge Ln.
Euless,Tx.76039

DOcKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL



April 1, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOCKET FrlE COPY ORIGINAL

\L
We are writing as members of the Cook Elementary PTA in Fort Smith, Arkansas to voice our opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The
rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Medical Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children,. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about
the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals,that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements by the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction
and nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating system;
• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more

frequently during the course ofa program;
• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs of

parents,

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Name my Led'! /
Address ?;'cR,11 No'Yat€- A......,K"'-'.1__

City/State/Zip-=:t.T gtm'tll A·£! z:<qot?
I

Name 1lwJ?uL( ~:

Address It;801 c J.e.NYtj U'n r1
City/State/Zip Ph~ Iill, 1ft7Q£ttr?

Name. _

Address. _

City/State/Zip, _

Name. _

Address, _

City/StatelZip, _

Name, _

Address. _

City/StatelZip, _



April 1, 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOcKEr FILE COpy ORIGINAL

We are writing as members of the Cook Elementary PTA in Fort Smith, Arkansas to voice our opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The
rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content infonnation so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Medical Studies CenteriRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children,. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content infonnation about
the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals \that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements by the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content infonnation about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction
and nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating system;
• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more

frequently during the course ofa program;
• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs of

parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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April 1, 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
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We are writing as members of the Cook Elementary PTA in Fort Smith, Arkansas to voice our opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The
rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Medical Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children,. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about
the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals ,that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements by the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction
and nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating system;
• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more

frequently during the course ofa program;
• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs of

parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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April 1, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing as members of the Cook Elementary PTA in Fort Smith, Arkansas to voice our opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The
rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, Us. News and World Report, and Medical Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children,. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about
the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals ,that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements by the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction
and nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating system;
• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more

frequently during the course ofa program;
• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs of

parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
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We are writing as members of the Cook Elementary PTA in Fort Smith, Arkansas to voice our opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The
rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Medical Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children,. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about
the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals ,that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements by the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction
and nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating system;
• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more

frequently during the course ofa program;
• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs of

parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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April I, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
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We are writing as members of the Cook Elementary PIA in Fort Smith, Arkansas to voice our opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The
rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PIA, US. News and World Report, and Medical Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children,. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about
the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals ,that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements by the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction
and nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating system;
• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more

frequently during the course ofa program;
• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs of

parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
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RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing as members of the Cook Elementary PTA in Fort Smith, Arkansas to voice our opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The
rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, Us. News and World Report, and Medical Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children,. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about
the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals \that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements by the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction
and nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating system;
• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more

frequently during the course ofa program;
• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs of

parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Address _

City/State/Zip _

Name. _

Name i3t@:t ~,,,",,, c Coe.'(\I\\O<-

Address Cieos Be::>AOwwu.....

City/State/Zip fr.. c:sMmt Ae. ,l-')CB

Name YY7fW~J1 ~t> )vi 0

(j () \ \Q.;-f- W

Address.---.<;t.i.~~~~~~..ua~~~~~

City/State/Zip---1I:--!-..."L.J.==-.L..:..-I-~.!:.----<r...g.:.:+

Name J '\Ali <- (; L IY\OcR£

Address,J,q,") (t}ND.'\lC,..t'lTE W~ j

City/State/Zipf~R:T Sronl-l ,}-R 7.)9nK

Name w4tvJv,)
Address_~!/;;{ ~- i!0,AJL.40A.fr.. L
City/State/Zip.-.Jt, 1Ivn~ti, (1J 7-:1 '1Qq

)

Name~ ,A!aCfi < ;- «Jf{ i!!51cA
Address /DC;zO I DUlldRg {,i
City/State/Zip Vt $M r~/ At ]lqOf(



April 1, 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
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RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing as members of the Cook Elementary PTA in Fort Smith, Arkansas to voice our opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The
rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PIA, u.s. News and World Report, and Medical Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children,. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about
the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals \that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements by the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction
and nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating system;
• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more

frequently during the course ofa program;
• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs of

parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
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